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Potent and PPARα-independent 
anti-proliferative action of the 
hypolipidemic drug fenofibrate in 
VEGF-dependent angiosarcomas  
in vitro
Yasser Majeed   1, Rohit Upadhyay1, Sara Alhousseiny1,2, Tarek Taha1,2, Adham Musthak1,2, 
Yanal Shaheen1,2, Mohtashim Jameel1, Chris R. Triggle1,2 & Hong Ding1,2

Angiosarcomas are highly aggressive tumors of endothelial origin, which carry a poor prognosis. 
Fenofibrate is a hypolipidemic drug, which acts by activating the transcription factor PPARα. It has 
also been widely reported to have ‘anti-cancer’ activity. The current study investigated its effect in 
a murine VEGF-dependent angiosarcoma cell-line, MS1 VEGF. The study utilised assays to monitor 
cell proliferation and viability, apoptosis, cell cycle progression, mitochondrial membrane potential, 
changes in protein expression, and changes in miRNA expression using microarrays. Fenofibrate 
showed potent anti-proliferative action in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells, without inducing apoptosis. 
It enriched cells in G2/M cell cycle phase and hyperpolarised mitochondria. Other PPARα activators 
failed to mimic fenofibrate action. Inhibitors of PPARα and NFκB failed to reverse the inhibitory effect 
of fenofibrate and their combination with fenofibrate was cytotoxic. Fenofibrate downregulated 
the expression of key VEGF-effector proteins, including Akt, ERK, Bcl-2 and survivin, and a chemical 
inhibitor screen discovered relevance of these proteins to cell proliferation. A miRNA microarray 
revealed that fenofibrate differentially regulated cellular miRNAs with known roles in cancer and 
angiogenesis. The data raise the possibility that fenofibrate could be useful in angiosarcoma therapy, 
especially considering its well-established clinical safety and tolerability profile.

Cancer is one of the biggest challenges facing modern medicine, with estimates from the WHO indicating that 1 
in 6 deaths globally can be attributed to cancer1. Importantly, emerging evidence links components of the met-
abolic syndrome including type 2 diabetes and obesity to an increase in the risk of developing cancer2. Tumor 
growth relies on a constant supply of nutrients and angiogenesis facilitates tumor growth and metastases3,4. 
Therefore, targeting angiogenesis is a rational therapeutic approach for combating malignancies. For example, 
antibodies targeting VEGF, such as bevacizumab, suppress angiogenesis by antagonizing growth factor signaling 
in endothelial cells and have demonstrated therapeutic efficacy in many cancers4. Nevertheless, targeting angio-
genesis is associated with adverse effects, notably in the cardiovascular system5.

Angiosarcomas are rare and highly aggressive soft tissue malignancies of endothelial origin, which carry a 
poor prognosis6. They can appear sporadically or in association with radiation exposure or chronic lymphedema. 
Histological analysis of angiosarcomas in mice and humans revealed a central role for early/late-stage endothe-
lial progenitor cells and possibly hematopoietic stem cells, although some species-specific differences were also 
detected7,8. Genetic analysis of angiosarcomas uncovered mutations in genes such as Myc, FLT4, KDR, PLCγ and 
PTPRB9,10, and emerging evidence also implicates miRNAs in angiosarcoma pathogenesis11. Wide local excision 
and adjunct radiotherapy are the mainstay treatment and although benefit has been reported using chemothera-
peutics12, their severe side-effect profile makes their clinical impact questionable. The efficacy of anti-angiogenic 
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therapies in angiosarcomas is also under investigation13 but incomplete understanding of pathological mecha-
nisms has hindered progress in drug development.

Angiosarcoma studies have relied heavily on the use of in vitro systems including MS1 VEGF and MS1 SVR 
angiosarcoma cells, which show VEGF- and oncogenic H-Ras-dependent tumorigenicity, respectively14,15. These 
cells induce tumors in vivo that recapitulate the gross histology of angiosarcomas and have proved valuable for 
angiosarcoma studies and angiogenesis research in general. For example, Hasenstein et al. identified a role for 
tunica internal endothelial kinase 2 (Tie2) and vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF) in promoting survival 
of MS1 VEGF and MS1 SVR cells16. Our lab identified inhibitory effects of metformin, albeit at millimolar con-
centrations, on endoplasmic reticulum stress and autophagy in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells thus providing 
support to both the clinical and pre-clinical studies that infer an anti-cancer action for this anti-hyperglycemic 
drug17. The in vivo tumorigenic nature of MS1 VEGF cells therefore confers an advantage over the use of primary 
endothelial cells (e.g. HUVEC) to investigate angiogenesis mechanisms in cancer.

Fenofibrate is a cholesterol-lowering drug prescribed to patients at risk of cardiovascular disease and for the 
treatment of atherosclerosis and, furthermore, has an excellent efficacy and tolerability profile18,19. Fenofibrate 
is converted to its active metabolite fenofibric acid, which activates the transcription factor peroxisome 
proliferator-activated receptor alpha (PPARα). This stimulates lipoprotein lipase, lowers apoprotein CIII, and 
improves blood triglycerides and HDL-cholesterol levels19. In addition to its hypolipidemic action, it has also 
become apparent that fenofibrate exerts robust ‘anti-cancer’ activity and elicits inhibitory effects in several types 
of cancers, including lymphoma, glioblastoma, prostate and breast cancer20–25. Fenofibrate also protects against 
diabetic retinopathy26 and promotes angiogenesis in rodent models of ischemia27. Fenofibrate enhances AMPK 
and eNOS phosphorylation to reduce endothelial cell proliferation28,29 and its cytotoxicity in glioblastoma is 
associated with mitochondrial depolarization23. Fenofibrate therefore is now being repurposed to be part of an 
anti-angiogenic multidrug combination regimen for cancer therapy30. However, it is not known whether fenofi-
brate is effective in angiosarcomas and mechanisms underlying its anti-cancer actions require further exploration.

The current study was designed to determine whether fenofibrate when used within a concentration range 
comparable to that used clinically, possesses anti-proliferative actions in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells. 
The results demonstrate that fenofibrate, without reducing cell viability or inducing apoptosis has potent 
anti-proliferative effects. The inhibitory effects were not replicated by other PPARα agonists and not reversed 
by antagonists of PPARα or NFκB. These effects were associated with downregulation of key oncoproteins and 
changes in expression of cancer-related cellular miRNAs. Collectively the data provide insight into a robust in 
vitro action of fenofibrate that could be used to advantage in angiosarcomas and other types of cancer.

Results
Potent suppression of MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cell proliferation by fenofibrate.  To test the 
effect of fenofibrate in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells, cells were treated with 50 μM fenofibrate (or 0.1% DMSO) 
for 48 hours. These experiments revealed a robust decrease in cell number after fenofibrate treatment (~20 ± 5.3% 
of control) (Fig. 1a,b), without reducing cell viability (Control, 96.8 ± 1.9% vs fenofibrate, 91.40 ± 3.3%) (Fig. 1c). 
MTS proliferation assays also revealed a robust fenofibrate-induced reduction in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cell 
proliferation (~46.0 ± 2% of control) (Fig. 1d). To assess potency, concentration-response experiments were 
performed and these revealed relatively potent effects of fenofibrate, with cell proliferation reduced by concen-
trations ≥ 5 μM (Fig. 1e). Parallel comparative experiments were performed in human umbilical vein endothe-
lial cells (HUVEC). Treatment with 50 μM fenofibrate for 48 hours did not affect HUVEC number or viability 
(Fig. 1f,g). However, considering the relatively slow proliferation rate of HUVEC, it was hypothesized that a 
possible inhibitory effect of fenofibrate may be unmasked by allowing HUVEC to proliferate for a longer dura-
tion. Indeed, the data suggested a 3.79 ± 0.14-fold increase in HUVEC cell number when cultured for 5 days. 
Treatment with 50 μM fenofibrate significantly suppressed this increase (fold increase ~1.39 ± 0.18), without 
reducing cell viability (Fig. 1h). Collectively, the experiments revealed that fenofibrate exerted potent anti-prolif-
erative action in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells, whereas HUVEC, exposed to 10-fold higher concentrations of 
fenofibrate were less affected.

Fenofibrate did not induce apoptosis, but enriched cells in the G2/M cell cycle phase and hyper-
polarised mitochondria in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells.  To investigate if the anti-proliferative 
action of fenofibrate in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells was associated with early apoptosis, treated cells were 
stained with either FITC-conjugated Annexin V (early apoptosis) or propidium iodide (cell death) or both. Flow 
cytometry analysis revealed no significant increase in Annexin V staining after 48-hour treatment with 50 μM 
fenofibrate (Control, 0.92 ± 0.3% vs fenofibrate, 0.6 ± 0.2%). In contrast, staurosporine – included as a positive 
control - induced a robust apoptotic response, evidenced by increased Annexin V staining (13.3 ± 0.2%). There 
was also a small but significant improvement in cell viability (Control, 86.9 ± 2.6% vs fenofibrate, 96.7 ± 0.7%) 
and a significant decrease in the percentage of dead cells after fenofibrate treatment (Control, 7.8 ± 2.2% vs fenofi-
brate, 1.5 ± 0.2%) (Fig 2a–g).

To investigate if fenofibrate triggered cell cycle arrest in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells, treated cells were 
permeabilized and labeled with propidium iodide to distinguish G0/G1, S and G2/M phases. The data revealed 
that fenofibrate induced a significant decrease in the proportion of cells in the G0/G1 phase (Control, 69.2 ± 1.3% 
vs fenofibrate, 62.8 ± 1.6%) and an increase in the G2/M population (Control, 12.7 ± 0.4% vs fenofibrate, 
20.6 ± 0.2%). The proportion of cells in the S phase was unaffected, however (Control, 12.4 ± 2.2% vs fenofi-
brate, 11.83 ± 1.4%) (Fig. 3a–f). The clinically used drug paclitaxel is known to induce G2/M arrest by inhibiting 
microtubule function. Experiments were therefore performed to compare the effect of paclitaxel with fenofi-
brate. Paclitaxel (50–100 nM but not 10 nM) significantly reduced MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cell number to 
~64.8 ± 7.2% (50 nM) and ~44.23 ± 8.4% (100 nM) of control, respectively (Fig. 3g). Cell cycle analysis revealed 
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that paclitaxel (50 or 100 nM), like fenofibrate, significantly increased the proportion of cells in the G2/M phase 
(Control, 17.57 ± 0.9% vs 100 nM paclitaxel, 28.80 ± 0.5%). However, unlike fenofibrate, paclitaxel also caused a 
robust increase in the sub-G0/G1 population, indicating cytotoxicity (Control, 0.5 ± 0.2% vs 100 nM paclitaxel, 
39.30 ± 4.1%) and a ‘collapse’ of the G0/G1 population (Control, 62.2 ± 3.7% vs 100 nM paclitaxel, 9.1 ± 1.8%) 
(Fig. 3h–l).

To investigate if fenofibrate modulated mitochondrial membrane potential in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells, 
experiments were performed using the mitochondrial membrane potential-sensitive dye JC-1, which forms red 
aggregates upon accumulation in hyperpolarized mitochondria. The data revealed that JC-1 Red fluorescence 
was enhanced by ~2-fold after 48-hour treatment with 50 μM fenofibrate. In contrast, this signal was virtually 
abolished in cells treated with the mitochondrial depolarizing agent CCCP, which was included as a positive 
control (JC-1 Red fluorescence: Control, 31.0 ± 3.0% vs fenofibrate, 61.8 ± 1.9% vs CCCP, 2.5 ± 0.8%) (Fig. 4a–d).

PPAR alpha- and NFκB-independent action of fenofibrate in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells.  To gain  
mechanistic insight into the anti-proliferative action of fenofibrate in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells and to 
test the relevance of PPARα and NFκB, experiments were performed using: (a) WY14643 - potent and specific 
PPARα agonist (b) bezafibrate and fenofibric acid (c) GW6471 - PPARα antagonist and (d) PDTC - NFκB inhib-
itor (Fig. 5a). These experiments revealed that neither WY14643 (1–10 μM), bezafibrate (50 μM) nor fenofibric 
acid (50 μM) inhibited cell proliferation. Fenofibrate - included as a positive control - strongly reduced cell prolif-
eration (~15.8 ± 2.6% of control) (Fig. 5b–e). To test if GW6471 reversed the action of fenofibrate, cells were incu-
bated with this antagonist (10 μM) for 1 hour followed by treatment with 50 μM fenofibrate in the presence of the 
antagonist. Treatments with GW6471 or fenofibrate alone were also performed. As expected, fenofibrate strongly 
reduced cell number (~14.1 ± 0.8% of control). Cell number was also reduced by GW6471 (~20.22 ± 2.7% of 
control), without affecting cell viability. Furthermore, the combination of GW6471 with fenofibrate reduced cell 
number further (to ~5.5 ± 0.8% of control) and reduced cell viability (Control, ~95.0 ± 2.4% vs combination, 
~30.0 ± 4.5%). Loss of cell viability was not observed with GW6471 alone (~88.6 ± 1.2% viability) or fenofibrate 
alone (~81.6 ± 9.5% viability) (Fig. 5f,g). Similar experiments were performed using PDTC, but over 24 hours 

Figure 1.  Fenofibrate inhibits MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cell proliferation. Data were generated in MS1 VEGF 
angiosarcoma cells (a–e) or human umbilical vein endothelial cells (HUVEC, f–h). (a) Images of MS1 VEGF 
angiosarcoma cells under control conditions (Ctrl, DMSO-treated) or after treatment with 50 μM fenofibrate 
(feno) for 48 hours. Scale bar, 50 μm. (b–d) Effect of 48-hour treatment with 50 μM fenofibrate on cell number 
(b, n = 6), cell viability (c, n = 6) or cell proliferation determined by MTS assay (d, n = 4). (e) Concentration-
dependent effect of fenofibrate (n = 3 for each concentration; one-way ANOVA followed by Bonferroni’s 
multiple comparisons test). (f,g) Effect of a 48-hour treatment with 50 μM fenofibrate on HUVEC cell number 
(f, n = 5) or viability (g, n = 5). (h) HUVEC proliferation rate data under control conditions (Ctrl, DMSO-
treated) or after treatment with 50 μM fenofibrate for 5 days (n = 6). Each data point represents an independent 
experiment. Student’s t-test was used to analyse data shown in b-d and f-h. *P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001; 
****P < 0.0001; n.s, not significant.
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because of cytotoxicity observed with longer PDTC treatments. Under these conditions, both 50 μM fenofi-
brate (~38.6 ± 1.7% of control) and 10 μM PDTC significantly reduced cell number (~67.7 ± 3.5% of control). 
In addition, the combination of PDTC and fenofibrate further reduced cell number (~23.7 ± 4.2% of control) and 
robustly decreased cell viability (Control, 92 ± 1.5% vs combination, 53.8 ± 7.2%). Cytotoxicity was not observed 
with PDTC alone (~98 ± 1.3% viability) or fenofibrate alone (~93.5 ± 2.5% viability) (Fig. 5h,i).

Fenofibrate-induced down-regulation of ‘oncoproteins’ and relevance to MS1 VEGF angio-
sarcoma cell proliferation.  MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells exhibit VEGF-dependent tumorigenicity and 
proteins such as Akt, ERK, Bcl-2 and survivin are known ‘VEGF-effectors’. To gain further mechanistic insight 
into the anti-proliferative effect of fenofibrate, the drug’s impact on these key proteins was investigated by west-
ern blotting. Expression of Akt, ERK, Bcl-2 and survivin was readily detected in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma 
cells (Fig. 6a). Importantly, fenofibrate treatment significantly reduced their expression to (% of control): Akt, 
75.1 ± 6.1%; Bcl-2, 60.7 ± 2.7%; survivin, 43.7 ± 8.8%; and ERK, 71.2 ± 4.9%. Expression of other proteins such as 
Bcl-XL, α-tubulin and β-actin was largely unaltered by fenofibrate (Fig. 6a,b), thus indicating that the reductions 
in the expression levels of Akt, Bcl-2, survivin, and ERK were not non-specific effects of fenofibrate.

To evaluate if ‘oncoprotein’ down-regulation by fenofibrate could be functionally important, a chemical screen 
using relatively specific inhibitors was performed in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells. These experiments revealed 
anti-proliferative effects with several inhibitors, including 10 μM LY294002 (PI3K inhibitor), 10 μM Akt1/2 kinase 
inhibitor, 1 μM TW-37 (Bcl-2 inhibitor), 10 μM SU1498 (VEGF Receptor antagonist), 10 μM PD98059 (ERK 
inhibitor), 1 μM YM155 (survivin inhibitor), and 1 μM temsirolimus (mTOR inhibitor). The cell counts were (% 
of control): LY294002, 63.0 ± 3.9; Akt1/2 kinase inhibitor, 34.5 ± 2.7; TW-37, 38.8 ± 13.3; SU1498, 41.1 ± 15.3; 
PD98059, 38.13 ± 8.5; YM155, 54.5 ± 13.1; and temsirolimus, 60.98 ± 5.6 (Fig. 7a). In contrast, the FGF Receptor 
inhibitor SU5402 (10 μM) lacked effect. Importantly, 50 μM fenofibrate was tested in parallel and it strongly 
reduced cell number (to ~20.9 ± 1.3% of control). None of the inhibitors significantly reduced cell viability 
(Fig. 7b). MTS proliferation assays were performed using the same set of inhibitors. The data revealed that all 
inhibitors significantly reduced cell proliferation to (% of control): LY294002, 67.0 ± 1.6; Akt1/2 kinase inhibitor, 
33.0 ± 3.3; TW-37, 22.2 ± 2.2; SU1498, 57.9 ± 8.3; PD98059, 61.2 ± 6.1; YM155, 80.7 ± 5.1; and temsirolimus, 
62.3 ± 4.3 (Fig. 7c).

Figure 2.  Fenofibrate did not induce apoptosis in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells. Data were generated in MS1 
VEGF angiosarcoma cells by flow cytometry. (a–c) Example experiment showing the proportion (%) of dead, 
early apoptotic, or dead/late apoptotic cells after treatment with 50 μM fenofibrate (feno) or 1 μM staurosporine 
(stausp). Staining for FITC-conjugated Annexin V was used as a marker for early apoptosis whereas propidium 
iodide (PI) staining was used as a marker for cell death. (d,e) Mean data for experiments exemplified in a-c 
(n = 4, fenofibrate data set; n = 3, staurosporine data set). Data were analysed using a Student’s t-test. *P < 0.05; 
****P < 0.0001; n.s, not significant.
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Expression profiling of cancer-relevant miRNAs in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells and fenofibrate- 
induced changes in expression.  MicroRNAs (miRNAs) are highly conserved non-coding RNA molecules 
that regulate gene expression, thereby controlling cell proliferation and survival in cancer. Widespread reduction 
in expression of oncoproteins by fenofibrate prompted us to investigate if changes in cellular miRNAs could be 
associated with this effect. To this end, a miRNA microarray was performed and 84 miRNAs with established 
roles in cancer were evaluated. Expression of 59 miRNAs was readily detected, which included miRNAs such as 
miR20b-5p, miR92a-3p, miR130a-3p, miR-let-7c-5p and miR-let-7e-5p (Fig. 8, Supplementary Table 1). Of these 
59, expression of 28 miRNAs was not altered by fenofibrate (black squares), 15 miRNAs were up-regulated (red 
squares), and 16 miRNAs were down-regulated (green squares) (Supplementary Table 1 and Fig. 8). The miRNAs 
that were up-regulated (~2–4 fold) included miR210, miR32-5p, miR122-5p, miR20b-5p, miR92a-3p, miR140-5p 
and miR20a-5p. miRNAs that were down-regulated (~2-fold) by fenofibrate treatment included miR196a-5p, 
miR130a-3p, miR10b-5p, miR150-5p, and miR9-5p (Fig. 8b).

Discussion
Although the effects of fenofibrate in primary endothelial cells have been well-studied, there is little known 
about its actions in angiosarcomas. Data from the current study illustrate that fenofibrate exerted potent 
anti-proliferative actions in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells, which were independent of PPARα and NFκB. 
Fenofibrate neither reduced cell viability nor induced apoptosis, arrested cells in G2/M phase, hyperpolarized 
mitochondria, and downregulated key VEGF-dependent ‘oncoproteins’. An inhibitor screen revealed functional 
relevance of these oncoproteins to angiosarcoma cell proliferation. In addition, a miRNA microarray screen 
uncovered robust fenofibrate-induced changes in cellular miRNAs, many of which have known roles in angio-
genesis and cell proliferation.

Figure 3.  Fenofibrate- and paclitaxel-induced cell cycle changes in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells. Cell cycle 
data were generated in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells by flow cytometry. (a,b) Example experiment showing 
the effect of a 48-hour treatment with 50 μM fenofibrate (feno) on different cell cycle phases. Comparisons were 
made with DMSO-treated (Ctrl) cells. (c–f) Mean data for experiments exemplified in a,b (n = 4). Statistical 
analysis was performed using a Student’s t-test. (g) Mean data for the effect of different concentrations of 
paclitaxel on cell number (n = 4). (h–l) Example experiment showing the effect of different concentrations of 
paclitaxel on cell cycle (h) and mean data for the exemplified experiment (i–l) (n = 3). Statistical analysis was 
performed using one-way ANOVA followed by Dunnett’s multiple comparisons test. *P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; 
***P < 0.001; ****P < 0.0001; n.s, not significant.
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Previous studies have reported that fenofibrate suppresses angiogenesis31,32, reduces endothelial tube forma-
tion33, and suppresses proliferation by inducing a G0/G1 block29. It also suppresses angiogenesis in vivo via a 
PPARα-dependent mechanism but accelerates wound healing in diabetic mice31,32,34,35. Concentration-response 
studies of fenofibrate in MDA-MB-231 cells revealed an ~IC50 of 16 µM for apoptosis-induction22. In contrast, 
our data revealed an apparent IC50 of 8 µM for fenofibrate’s anti-proliferative action in MS1 VEGF angiosar-
coma cells (Fig. 1e), which fits well with the plasma concentrations reported in clinical use36,37. In contrast to 
this study, fenofibrate was reported to depolarize mitochondria and trigger apoptosis in glioblastoma23,38. These 
observations suggest that modulation of mitochondrial membrane potential by fenofibrate is cell-type dependent. 
Importantly, normal human astrocytes were less sensitive to fenofibrate when compared to glioblastoma cells, 
although fenofibrate suppressed mitochondrial respiration in both cell-types23. This observation suggests that 
alternative mechanisms potentially mediate the inhibitory effects of fenofibrate in cancer cells. The data presented 
in this study raise the possibility that fenofibrate-mediated changes in cellular miRNAs and oncoprotein down-
regulation could play an important role. Comparative histological analysis of primary tumors from mice and 
humans suggested that human angiosarcomas arise from bone-marrow derived hematopoietic stem cells or early 
EPC, whereas in mice early EPCs appear to play a major role7,8. The clinical relevance of the effect of fenofibrate in 
angiosarcomas could therefore be supported by testing its effects in cells isolated from such tumors. Furthermore, 
studies comparing the efficacy and potency of fenofibrate in mouse versus human angiosarcoma cells will also 
be informative and could potentially reveal species-specific differences in fenofibrate action. Importantly, these 
studies also suggest involvement of VEGF signaling, which could be relevant because we revealed a suppressive 
effect of fenofibrate on key VEGF-related oncoproteins.

Structure-activity studies using other PPARα agonists revealed that bezafibrate, WY14643 and fenofibric 
acid were all ineffective. These data not only revealed the PPARα-independence of fenofibrate action but also 
how minor changes in structure profoundly affected activity. For example, fenofibrate - but not bezafibrate or 
WY14643 – protected endothelial cells from apoptosis39 and WY14643 failed to replicate the inhibitory effect of 
fenofibrate on mitochondrial respiration23. Fenofibrate and fenofibric acid differ only slightly in chemical compo-
sition (Fig. 5), but only fenofibrate was effective. This cannot be explained by reduced membrane permeability of 
fenofibric acid because it is readily-permeable and was shown, for example, to protect epithelial cells against high 
glucose-induced damage40. There are few reports directly comparing the actions of fenofibrate and fenofibric acid, 
although differential effects on AMPK28 and 11β-hydroxysteroid dehydrogenase have been reported41. The latter 

Figure 4.  Hyperpolarized mitochondria in fenofibrate-treated MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells. Data were 
generated by flow cytometry in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells using the mitochondrial membrane potential 
indicator dye JC-1. (a–d) Example experiment showing the effect of a 48-hour treatment with DMSO (Ctrl) 
or 50 μM fenofibrate on JC-1 red fluorescence (a,b). The mitochondrial depolarizing agent CCCP was used 
as a positive control (c). (d) Mean data for experiments exemplified in a-c (n = 4). ****P < 0.0001 (one-way 
ANOVA followed by Tukey’s multiple comparisons test).
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study also observed that esterification/amidation of the carboxy group was essential for activity, which may be 
relevant to our study. AMPK activation however is unlikely to explain the anti-proliferative action of fenofibrate 
because bezafibrate also activates AMPK42 but was ineffective in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells. When used indi-
vidually, GW6471 (PPARα antagonist) and PDTC (NFκB antagonist) reduced cell proliferation without affecting 
cell viability but their combination with fenofibrate was cytotoxic. These data not only support the argument that 
the effects of fenofibrate in MS1 VEGF cells are independent of signaling via the PPARα and NFκB pathways, but 
also that, inhibiting both pathways results in cytotoxicity. Reversal of fenofibrate effects by GW6471 or PDTC in 
cancer cells has been reported22,33,35,38 but, to our knowledge, their cytotoxicity when combined with fenofibrate 
is a novel observation. NFκB promotes a Warburg effect in pediatric sarcomas43, so it is conceivable that the com-
bination of glycolysis-inhibition (by PDTC) combined with downregulation of ‘survival’ proteins (by fenofibrate) 
triggers MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cell death. Inhibition of glycolysis with GW6471 has also been reported44. 
Cytotoxic effects of a combination of fenofibrate with glycolysis inhibitors have been reported and our lab dis-
covered a similar mechanism for metformin cytotoxicity in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells17,45. Further studies 
will be required to clarify the underlying mechanisms and pharmacological studies supporting PPARα- and 
NFκB-independence may be complemented by RNA interference (RNAi)-mediated ‘knock-down’ experiments.

Biochemical investigations revealed that treatment with fenofibrate significantly reduced the expression 
of oncoproteins like Akt, survivin, Bcl-2 and ERK. A chemical screen of inhibitors targeting these oncopro-
teins uncovered effects of several chemicals, including Akt1/2 inhibitor, YM155 (survivin), TW37 (Bcl-2), and 
PD98059. Importantly, these experiments also revealed that fenofibrate was the most effective agent among all 
tested compounds. Although this may be explained by concentration-dependence in some cases, it is also possible 
that the high efficacy is due to fenofibrate’s ability to down-regulate these key proteins simultaneously. There is lit-
tle known about the relevance of these molecules to murine angiosarcomas, although they have been investigated 
in human/canine angiosarcomas. For example, survivin was overexpressed in human angiosarcomas and YM155 
inhibited proliferation in human angiosarcoma cells46. Constitutive activation of the PI3K-Akt-mTOR signaling 
pathway was also reported in human angiosarcomas47. Furthermore, canine angiosarcomas showed constitutive 

Figure 5.  PPARα- and NFκB-independence of fenofibrate action in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells. (a) 
Chemical structures of the PPARα agonists (WY14643, bezafibrate, fenofibric acid and fenofibrate) and 
the PPARα antagonist GW6471. (b,c) Mean data for the effect of a 48-hour treatment with the indicated 
concentrations of WY14643 on cell proliferation and viability (n = 4). (d,e) Mean data for the effect of a 48- 
hour treatment with 50 μM each of bezafibrate (beza), fenofibric acid (fen. acid) or fenofibrate (feno) on cell 
proliferation and viability (n = 4). (f,g) Mean data for the effect of a 48-hour treatment with 10 μM GW6471, 
50 μM fenofibrate or their combination on cell proliferation and viability (n = 4). (h,i) Mean data for the effect 
of a 24-hour treatment with 10 μM PDTC (NFκB inhibitor), 50 μM fenofibrate or their combination on cell 
proliferation and viability (n = 4). Statistical analysis was performed using one-way ANOVA followed by 
Tukey’s multiple comparisons test. *P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001; ****P < 0.0001; n.s, not significant.
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ERK activation and MEK inhibition reduced in vitro cell viability48. Fenofibrate-induced growth arrest in G2/M 
phase coupled to downregulation of anti-apoptotic proteins Bcl-2 and survivin may also sensitize MS1 VEGF 
angiosarcoma cells to cytotoxic agents49. The data therefore confirm the established oncogenic roles for proteins 
like Akt, survivin, Bcl-2 and ERK in angiosarcomas and expand the pharmacological utility of specific inhibitors 
to murine VEGF-dependent angiosarcomas.

The relevance of miRNAs in angiosarcomas and soft tissue sarcomas is starting to be elucidated. For exam-
ple, miR-497-5p, -378-3p and 483-5 were downregulated in angiosarcoma and targeting of a potassium channel 
(KCa3.1) by miR-497-5p led to inhibition of cell proliferation and invasion50. Sarver et al. profiled the expression 
of miRNAs in over 20 different sarcomas and reported significant upregulation of chromosome 19 miRNAs in 
angiosarcomas relative to other sarcomas51. Concepcion et al. reported Myc-dependent expression of the miR-
17-92 cluster, which may be relevant to angiosarcomas that develop secondary to radiation exposure52,53. There 
is therefore considerable interest in identifying miRNAs with functional and therapeutic relevance to angiosar-
comas. In our study, we profiled fenofibrate-induced changes in cellular miRNAs and identified several miRNAs 
that were differentially expressed. Although little is known about the relevance of these miRNAs to angiosarco-
mas, there is evidence in the literature suggesting that many of the upregulated miRNAs exert anti-angiogenic 
and anti-proliferative roles in cancer. These miRNAs include miR122, 140-5p and -20b, which are known to target 
VEGF54–56. miRNA-210 was robustly induced by fenofibrate in our study and has been shown to also reduce pro-
liferation and induce G2/M arrest in colorectal cancer cells57 and its overexpression was associated with improved 
prognosis58. Furthermore, fenofibrate-induced miRNAs known to target Akt, survivin, Bcl-2 and ERK include 
miR29b, -29a-3p and -122 (Akt)59, miR31 (Bcl-2)60, miR203 (survivin)61 and miR20b62. Among the miRNAs 
downregulated by fenofibrate in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells, many are known drivers of cancer cell prolifer-
ation, including miR335, -146, -130a, and -135b63–65. The data therefore raise the intriguing possibility that the 
anti-proliferative effect of fenofibrate in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells may at least partly be driven by differen-
tial changes in cellular miRNAs with pro- or anti-proliferative activity. A direct way to test this hypothesis would 
be to artificially manipulate the expression of individual or a combination of miRNAs using miRNA mimics or 
inhibitors to evaluate their role in cell proliferation and understand if this manipulation alters the efficacy and/
or potency of fenofibrate.

In conclusion, we report potent inhibitory effects of the cholesterol-lowering drug fenofibrate in MS1 VEGF 
angiosarcoma cells, which were independent of PPARα and NFκB. Combined treatment with fenofibrate and 
a PPARα- or NFκB antagonist led to cytotoxicity. Fenofibrate downregulated the expression of Akt, survivin, 
ERK and Bcl-2 and a chemical screen uncovered a role for these ‘oncoproteins’ in cell proliferation and viabil-
ity. Finally, this study discovered that fenofibrate induces robust changes in cellular miRNAs, many of which 
potentially regulate angiogenesis and have established roles in cancer. The data therefore establish fenofibrate as 
a potent inhibitor of VEGF-dependent angiosarcoma cell proliferation and highlight important pharmacological 

Figure 6.  Fenofibrate down-regulates ‘oncoproteins’ in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells. Data were generated 
by western blotting in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells. (a) Example experiments (horizontal bars) showing 
the effect of a 48-hour treatment with 50 μM fenofibrate (feno) on the expression of Bcl-2, survivin, Akt, ERK, 
Bcl-XL, α- tubulin and β-actin. (b) Mean data from 5–6 independent experiments for data exemplified in (a). 
β-actin was used as a normalization control. Dashed boxes indicate individual gels and boxed regions within 
correspond to different sections of the same gel. *P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; ****P < 0.0001; n.s., not significant 
(Student’s t-test).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-42838-y


9Scientific Reports |          (2019) 9:6316  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-42838-y

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

differences with its observed effects in other cancer cells in terms of potency, effects on apoptosis and mitochon-
drial function, PPARα- and NFκB-dependence, and interactions with PPARα- and NFκB pathways. The drug 
may have potential utility in angiosarcoma therapy.

Materials and Methods
Cell culture.  MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells were purchased from American Type Culture Collection (ATCCR 
CRL-2460TM). Cells were grown in Dulbecco’s Modified Eagle’s Medium (DMEM, Cat# 11885, Invitrogen), sup-
plemented with 5% fetal bovine serum (Cat# F2442, Sigma Aldrich) and 1% antibiotics (penicillin/streptomycin, 
Cat# 15140, LifeTechnologies). The total glucose concentration in the medium was adjusted to 11 mM (equiva-
lent to non-fasting basal blood glucose in non-diabetic mice) using a 10% glucose solution (Cat# G8644, Sigma 
Aldrich). MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells were passaged every 2–3 days and used for experiments up to passage 
15. 80–90% confluent cells were washed once with PBS and then incubated with trypsin (Cat# T3924, Sigma 
Aldrich) for 5 minutes to detach cells. Trypsin was neutralized using cell culture medium, the cells were mixed 
well by pipetting, transferred to a 15 ml polypropylene tube, and centrifuged at 300 g for 5 minutes. The superna-
tant was removed and the cells were re-suspended in cell culture medium. Human Umbilical Vein Endothelial 
Cells (HUVEC) were purchased either from ATCC (PCS 100-010TM) or Lonza (Cat# C2519A). HUVECs were 
grown in Medium 199 (M199, Cat# M4530, Sigma Aldrich) supplemented with 15% fetal bovine serum (Cat# 
F6178, Sigma Aldrich), 30 μg/ml Endothelial Cell Growth Supplement (ECGS, Cat# 356006, BD Biosciences) and 
100 μg/ml heparin (Cat# H4784, Sigma Aldrich). Cells were used for experiments up to passage 6. For HUVEC 
culture, Detachin (Cat# T100100, Genlantis) was used instead of trypsin and cells were not centrifuged. Both 
MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells and HUVECs were grown in a 37 °C humidified incubator supplied with 5% CO2.

Drug treatments.  Fenofibrate (Cat# F6020, Sigma Aldrich) was dissolved in 100% anhydrous dimethyl sul-
foxide (DMSO) and was prepared fresh on the day of the experiment. The drug was always prepared at 1000x 
concentration (e.g. 50 mM) and then diluted 1:1000 in cell culture medium to achieve the desired final concen-
tration (e.g. 50 μM). The solution was mixed well by pipetting to aid solubility before addition to the cells. In 
most experiments, the total duration of treatment with fenofibrate was 48 hours and the treatment medium was 
replenished after 24 hours. The method of preparation and treatment protocol for the other PPARα agonists were 
the same as those described for fenofibrate. In experiments involving GW6471 (PPARα antagonist) and PDTC 
(NFκB antagonist), cells were pre-treated with each antagonist for 1 hour prior to treatment with fenofibrate and 

Figure 7.  Chemical inhibitor screen identifies oncoproteins relevant to MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cell 
proliferation and survival. (a–c) Mean data showing the effect of various chemical inhibitors of the indicated 
proteins on cell number (a), viability (b), and proliferation determined by MTS assay (n = 4). The chemical 
inhibitors (and concentrations) used were: PI3K - LY294002 (10 μM), Akt - Akt1/2 kinase inhibitor (10 μM), 
Bcl-2 - TW37 (1 μM), VEGFR - SU1498 (10 μM), ERK - PD98059 (10 μM), survivin - YM155 (1 μM), mTOR 
- temsirolimus (1 μM), and FGFR – SU5402 (10 μM). Fenofibrate (50 μM) was used as a positive control in the 
screen. Statistical analysis was performed using one-way ANOVA followed by Dunnett’s multiple comparisons 
test. *P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001; ****P < 0.0001; n.s, not significant.
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the antagonist was maintained throughout the course of the experiment. For apoptosis assays, cells were treated 
with staurosporine for 3 hours prior to analysis. In JC-1 mitochondrial membrane potential measurement exper-
iments, cells were treated with the mitochondrial depolarizing agent carbonyl cyanide m-chlorophenyl hydrazine 
(CCCP) for 30 minutes and the agent was also included during the JC-1 dye loading step.

Cell counts and viability analysis.  For cell counts, 10 μl of the cell suspension was mixed with 10 μl trypan 
blue (Cat# 1450021, Bio-Rad). 10 μl of this mixture was then added to a Dual Chamber Cell Counting Slide (Cat# 
145-0011) and counts were made using a TC20TM Automated Cell Counter (Bio-Rad). Trypan blue exclusion was 
used to assess cell viability and determine the live/dead cell count.

Proliferation assay.  Cell proliferation assays were performed using the CellTiter 96R Aqueous One Solution 
Proliferation Assay (MTS), according to the manufacturer’s instructions. Briefly, cells were grown in 96-well plates 
and treated with drugs in 100 μl cell culture medium. At the end of the treatment period, 20 μl of the CellTiter 96R 
Aqueous One Solution Reagent was added to each well, mixed by pipetting and incubated for 3 hours in a humid-
ified, 5% CO2 incubator. The absorbance was then recorded at 490 nm using a 96-well plate reader. Wells without 
cells but incubated with the reagent (with culture medium) were used to determine background non-specific 
absorbance, which was corrected for during analysis.

Apoptosis assay.  Apoptosis assays were performed using the FITC Annexin V Apoptosis Detection 
Kit I (Cat# 556547, BD Pharmingen) following the manufacturer’s protocol. Briefly, treated cells were cen-
trifuged (300 g, 5 minutes), washed once in cold PBS and then re-suspended in 1x Binding Buffer. The resus-
pended cells (100 μl) were incubated with either propidium iodide or FITC Annexin V (single-stained) or both 
(double-stained) for 15 minutes in the dark at room temperature. The final volume of the suspension was adjusted 
to 500 μl using 1x Binding Buffer and analysis was performed within 1 hour using a BD LSR Fortessa Cell analyzer 
(BD Biosciences). Unstained and single-stained samples were used as compensation controls during the exper-
iment. Staff providing technical support during this experiment (and other flow cytometry experiments) was 
blinded to the experimental groups to limit bias during data collection and analysis.

Cell cycle analysis.  Treated cells were re-suspended in PBS following trypsinization and centrifugation 
steps as described above in the cell culture section. Cells were then fixed by adding this suspension drop-wise to 
ice-cold 100% ethanol and stored overnight at −20 °C. Fixed cells were stained using a solution that contained 
(in PBS): 50 μg/ml propidium iodide (Cat# P1304MP, LifeTechnologies), 100 μg/ml RNase A (Cat# 12091-021, 
LifeTechnologies) and 0.1% Triton-X 100 (Cat# A16046, Alfa Aesar). Cells were stained for 1 hour in a 37 °C water 

Figure 8.  Fenofibrate-induced alterations in cancer-related microRNAs in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells. 
(a) Pie chart showing the miRNA expression data, categorized as either readily detected (CT  <30), low 
expression (CT > 30) or undetected (CT > 35), and miRNAs up-regulated, down-regulated or unchanged after 
treatment with fenofibrate. CT, Cycle Threshold. (b) Microarray data profiling changes in 84 cancer- relevant 
microRNAs after treatment with 50 μM fenofibrate for 48 hours. The color- coded boxes indicate microRNAs 
whose expression was unchanged (black), up- regulated or down-regulated (green) by fenofibrate. The gray 
boxes indicate miRNAs that were not detected in the array. The miRNA ID and the fold-change in expression 
(underlined) are also indicated. The array was performed in samples pooled from 3 independent experiments.
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bath, washed once with PBS and re-suspended in 500 μl PBS for analysis. Unstained cells were used as control 
during the experiment.

JC-1 mitochondrial membrane potential assay.  Mitochondrial membrane potential measurements 
were made using the MitoProbeTM JC-1 Assay Kit for Flow Cytometry (Cat# M34152, Life Technologies). Treated 
cells were detached using trypsin and the cell suspension was centrifuged at 300 g for 5 minutes. The pellet was 
re-suspended in warm cell culture medium containing 2 μM JC-1 dye and incubated in a humidified, 5% CO2 
incubator at 37 °C for 30 minutes. 2 ml cell culture medium was then added, followed by centrifugation at 300 g 
for 5 minutes. The pellet was re-suspended in 400 μl PBS and analyzed immediately on a BD LSR Fortessa Cell 
analyzer (BD Biosciences). Cells not stained with JC-1 and those stained with JC-1 but treated with the mito-
chondrial depolarizing agent carbonyl cyanide m-chlorophenyl hydrazine (CCCP) were used as controls during 
the experiment.

Western blotting.  Western blotting experiments were performed using standard protocols. Briefly, cell 
lysates were prepared in RIPA buffer supplemented with a protease/phosphatase inhibitor cocktail (1:100, Cat# 
1861284, ThermoScientific) and EDTA (1:100). 30–40 μg proteins were separated on an SDS-PAGE gel followed 
by transfer onto a nitrocellulose membrane. Membranes were ‘blocked’ with 5% bovine serum albumin dissolved 
in TRIS-buffered saline (TBS) containing 0.1% Tween 20 (wash buffer). Incubation with the primary antibody 
was overnight at 4 °C on a rocker. Following 3 washes, membranes were incubated for 1 hour at room temperature 
with the appropriate HRP-conjugated secondary antibodies. Following 3 washes, proteins were detected using 
the Amersham ECL Prime Western Blotting Detection Reagent (Cat# RPN2232, GE Healthcare Life Sciences) 
and visualized on a Geliance P600 Gel Documentation System (PerkinElmer, Inc. MA, USA). The band densi-
ties of individual proteins were quantified using the Bio-Rad Quantity One software. All antibodies were pur-
chased from Cell Signaling Technology (CST). The primary antibodies and dilutions used were: Akt (1:1000, Cat# 
4691), Bcl-2 (1:1000, Cat# 2870), ERK1/2 (1:1000, Cat# 9102), survivin (1:1000, Cat# 2808), Bcl-XL (1:1000, Cat# 
2764), mTOR (1:1000, Cat# 2983), tubulin (1:1000, Cat# 2144) and β-actin (1:10,000, Cat# 3770). The secondary 
antibodies and dilutions used were: Anti-rabbit HRP-conjugated secondary antibody (1:3000, Cat# 7074) and 
anti-mouse HRP-conjugated secondary antibody (1:10,000, Cat# 7076).

Chemical inhibitor screen.  The chemical inhibitor screen was performed in either 12-well plates (cell 
counts/viability) or 96-well plates (MTS proliferation assays). Cells were treated with the inhibitors for a total 
duration of 48 hours (except TW-37, 24-hour treatment), and the treatment media was replenished after 24 hours. 
The inhibitors and concentrations used were: LY294002 (PI3K inhibitor, 10 μM), Akt1/2 kinase inhibitor 
(10 μM), TW-37 (Bcl-2 inhibitor, 1 μM), SU1498 (VEGFR inhibitor, 10 μM), PD98059 (ERK inhibitor, 10 μM), 
YM155 (survivin inhibitor, 1 μM), temsirolimus (mTOR inhibitor, 1 μM), and SU5402 (FGFR inhibitor, 10 μM). 
Fenofibrate was used as a positive control in all experiments. The supplier information for each inhibitor can be 
found in the Materials section.

MicroRNA microarray.  Expression profiling of mature microRNAs (miRNA) and changes in response to 
fenofibrate were analyzed using the Mouse miScript miRNA Cancer PathwayFinder PCR array (Cat# MIMM-
102Z, Qiagen). The array profiles 84 miRNAs relevant to cancer and includes positive, negative and normaliza-
tion controls. Cells were treated with fenofibrate as described above. RNA was extracted from samples pooled 
from 3 independent experiments using the miRNeasy Mini Kit (Cat# 217004, Qiagen) and 250 ng RNA was 
reverse-transcribed using the miScript II RT kit (Cat# 218160, Qiagen). 200 μl RNase-free water was added to 
dilute the cDNA prior to use. The reaction mix for the miRNA PCR array was prepared according to the man-
ufacturer’s protocol and contained: 2X QuantiTect SYBR Green PCR Master, 10X miScript Universal Primer, 
RNase-free water, and template cDNA. 25 μl of this reaction mix was added to each well of the 96-well array 
plate and the plate centrifuged for 1 minute at 1000 g prior to PCR. The cycling conditions for real-time PCR 
were: Initial activation Step – 15 minutes, 95 °C; 3-step cycling (40 cycles) – Denaturation (15 seconds, 94 °C), 
Annealing (30 seconds, 55 °C) and Extension (30 seconds, 70 °C). Data were collected and after defining the flu-
orescence baseline and threshold, analysis was performed using the ΔΔCT method of relative quantification 
using the online data analysis software available at http://pcrdataanalysis.sabiosciences.com/mirna. SNORD61 
and SNORD96A were used as normalization controls and their expression was unchanged after treatment with 
fenofibrate. Changes in expression of miRNAs in response to fenofibrate treatment were plotted as a Heat Map 
depicted in Fig. 8.

Data and statistical analysis.  Data were analyzed using GraphPad Prism 7.0 and presented as 
mean ± SEM. Statistical analysis was performed using either a Student’s t-test (for 2 groups) or ordinary one-way 
ANOVA (followed by post-hoc analysis) when more than 2 groups were being compared. A ‘p’ value of less than 
0.05 was considered statistically significant. Statistical analysis was only performed on data generated from inde-
pendent experiments. Specific details of the statistical tests and experimental ‘n’ values are indicated in the legend 
of each figure.

Materials.  The following reagents were obtained from Sigma: fenofibrate (Cat# F6020), bezafibrate (Cat# 
B7273), fenofibric acid (Cat# 796565), GW6471 (Cat# G5045), PDTC (Cat# P8765), paclitaxel (Cat# T1912), 
LY294002 (Cat# L9908), SU5402 (Cat# SML0443), temsirolimus (Cat# PZ0020) and PD98059 (Cat# P215). The 
other reagents used in this study were: staurosporine (Cat# 9953, Cell Signaling Technology), WY14643 (Cat# 
70730, Cayman Chemicals), TW-37 (Cat# 4038, Tocris Bioscience), YM155 (Cat# 11490, Cayman Chemicals), 
SU1498 (Cat# 572888, Calbiochem), propidium iodide (Cat# P1304MP, LifeTechnologies), RNase A (Cat# 12091-
021, LifeTechnologies), and Triton-X 100 (Cat# A16046, Alfa Aesar).
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Data Availability
The datasets generated during the current study are available from the corresponding author on request.

References
	 1.	 Ferlay, J. et al. Cancer incidence and mortality patterns in Europe: estimates for 40 countries in 2012. European journal of cancer 49, 

1374–1403, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejca.2012.12.027 (2013).
	 2.	 Braun, S., Bitton-Worms, K. & LeRoith, D. The link between the metabolic syndrome and cancer. International journal of biological 

sciences 7, 1003–1015 (2011).
	 3.	 Bielenberg, D. R. & Zetter, B. R. The Contribution of Angiogenesis to the Process of Metastasis. Cancer journal 21, 267–273, https://

doi.org/10.1097/PPO.0000000000000138 (2015).
	 4.	 Kong, D. H., Kim, M. R., Jang, J. H., Na, H. J. & Lee, S. A Review of Anti-Angiogenic Targets for Monoclonal Antibody Cancer 

Therapy. International journal of molecular sciences 18, https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms18081786 (2017).
	 5.	 des Guetz, G., Uzzan, B., Chouahnia, K. & Morere, J. F. Cardiovascular toxicity of anti-angiogenic drugs. Targeted oncology 6, 

197–202, https://doi.org/10.1007/s11523-011-0204-7 (2011).
	 6.	 Albores-Saavedra, J. et al. Cutaneous angiosarcoma. Analysis of 434 cases from the Surveillance, Epidemiology, and End Results 

Program, 1973-2007. Annals of diagnostic pathology 15, 93–97, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anndiagpath.2010.07.012 (2011).
	 7.	 Liu, L. et al. Pathogenesis of human hemangiosarcomas and hemangiomas. Human pathology 44, 2302–2311, https://doi.

org/10.1016/j.humpath.2013.05.012 (2013).
	 8.	 Kakiuchi-Kiyota, S. et al. Evaluation of expression profiles of hematopoietic stem cell, endothelial cell, and myeloid cell antigens in 

spontaneous and chemically induced hemangiosarcomas and hemangiomas in mice. Toxicologic pathology 41, 709–721, https://doi.
org/10.1177/0192623312464309 (2013).

	 9.	 Murali, R. et al. Targeted massively parallel sequencing of angiosarcomas reveals frequent activation of the mitogen activated protein 
kinase pathway. Oncotarget 6, 36041–36052, https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.5936 (2015).

	10.	 Behjati, S., Tarpey, P. S., Sheldon, H., Martincorena, I. & Van Loo, P. Recurrent PTPRB and PLCG1 mutations in angiosarcoma. 46, 
376–379, https://doi.org/10.1038/ng.2921 (2014).

	11.	 Fujiwara, T. et al. MicroRNAs in soft tissue sarcomas: overview of the accumulating evidence and importance as novel biomarkers. 
BioMed research international 2014, 592868, https://doi.org/10.1155/2014/592868 (2014).

	12.	 Penel, N. et al. Metastatic angiosarcomas: doxorubicin-based regimens, weekly paclitaxel and metastasectomy significantly improve 
the outcome. Annals of oncology: official journal of the European Society for Medical Oncology 23, 517–523, https://doi.org/10.1093/
annonc/mdr138 (2012).

	13.	 Young, R. J. & Woll, P. J. Anti-angiogenic therapies for the treatment of angiosarcoma: a clinical update. Memo 10, 190–193, https://
doi.org/10.1007/s12254-017-0365-x (2017).

	14.	 Arbiser, J. L. et al. Overexpression of VEGF 121 in immortalized endothelial cells causes conversion to slowly growing angiosarcoma 
and high level expression of the VEGF receptors VEGFR-1 and VEGFR-2 in vivo. The American journal of pathology 156, 1469–1476, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0002-9440(10)65015-8 (2000).

	15.	 Arbiser, J. L. et al. Oncogenic H-ras stimulates tumor angiogenesis by two distinct pathways. Proceedings of the National Academy of 
Sciences of the United States of America 94, 861–866 (1997).

	16.	 Hasenstein, J. R. et al. Efficacy of Tie2 receptor antagonism in angiosarcoma. Neoplasia (New York, N.Y.) 14, 131–140 (2012).
	17.	 Samuel, S. M. et al. Metformin represses glucose starvation induced autophagic response in microvascular endothelial cells and 

promotes cell death. Biochemical pharmacology 132, 118–132, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bcp.2017.03.001 (2017).
	18.	 Yang, L. P. & Keating, G. M. Fenofibric acid: in combination therapy in the treatment of mixed dyslipidemia. American journal of 

cardiovascular drugs: drugs, devices, and other interventions 9, 401–409, https://doi.org/10.2165/11203920-000000000-00000 (2009).
	19.	 Tenenbaum, A. & Fisman, E. Z. Fibrates are an essential part of modern anti-dyslipidemic arsenal: spotlight on atherogenic 

dyslipidemia and residual risk reduction. Cardiovascular diabetology 11, 125, https://doi.org/10.1186/1475-2840-11-125 (2012).
	20.	 Huang, J. et al. The PPARalpha agonist fenofibrate suppresses B-cell lymphoma in mice by modulating lipid metabolism. Biochimica 

et biophysica acta 1831, 1555–1565, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbalip.2013.04.012 (2013).
	21.	 Zhao, H. et al. Fenofibrate down-regulates the expressions of androgen receptor (AR) and AR target genes and induces oxidative 

stress in the prostate cancer cell line LNCaP. Biochemical and biophysical research communications 432, 320–325, https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2013.01.105 (2013).

	22.	 Li, T. et al. Fenofibrate induces apoptosis of triple-negative breast cancer cells via activation of NF-kappaB pathway. BMC cancer 14, 
96, https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2407-14-96 (2014).

	23.	 Wilk, A. et al. Molecular mechanisms of fenofibrate-induced metabolic catastrophe and glioblastoma cell death. Molecular and 
cellular biology 35, 182–198, https://doi.org/10.1128/MCB.00562-14 (2015).

	24.	 Lian, X. et al. Fenofibrate inhibits mTOR-p70S6K signaling and simultaneously induces cell death in human prostate cancer cells. 
Biochemical and biophysical research communications 496, 70–75, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2017.12.168 (2018).

	25.	 Nguyen, C. H. et al. Fenofibrate inhibits tumour intravasation by several independent mechanisms in a 3-dimensional co-culture 
model. International journal of oncology 50, 1879–1888, https://doi.org/10.3892/ijo.2017.3956 (2017).

	26.	 Chen, Y. et al. Therapeutic effects of PPARalpha agonists on diabetic retinopathy in type 1 diabetes models. Diabetes 62, 261–272, 
https://doi.org/10.2337/db11-0413 (2013).

	27.	 Salehi, E., Khazaei, M. & Rashidi, B. Role of fenofibrate in restoring angiogenesis in diabetic and control hind limb ischemic rats. 
General physiology and biophysics 31, 255–260, https://doi.org/10.4149/gpb_2012_033 (2012).

	28.	 Murakami, H. et al. Fenofibrate activates AMPK and increases eNOS phosphorylation in HUVEC. Biochemical and biophysical 
research communications 341, 973–978, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2006.01.052 (2006).

	29.	 Zanetti, M. et al. Inhibitory effects of fenofibrate on apoptosis and cell proliferation in human endothelial cells in high glucose. 
Journal of molecular medicine (Berlin, Germany) 86, 185–195, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00109-007-0257-3 (2008).

	30.	 Robison, N. J. et al. A phase II trial of a multi-agent oral antiangiogenic (metronomic) regimen in children with recurrent or 
progressive cancer. Pediatric blood & cancer 61, 636–642, https://doi.org/10.1002/pbc.24794 (2014).

	31.	 Panigrahy, D. et al. PPARalpha agonist fenofibrate suppresses tumor growth through direct and indirect angiogenesis inhibition. 
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 105, 985–990, https://doi.org/10.1073/
pnas.0711281105 (2008).

	32.	 Varet, J. et al. Fenofibrate inhibits angiogenesis in vitro and in vivo. Cellular and molecular life sciences: CMLS 60, 810–819 (2003).
	33.	 Zhou, J. et al. Activation of peroxisome proliferator-activated receptor alpha (PPARalpha) suppresses hypoxia-inducible factor-

1alpha (HIF-1alpha) signaling in cancer cells. The Journal of biological chemistry 287, 35161–35169, https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.
M112.367367 (2012).

	34.	 Deng, Y. et al. PPARalpha Agonist Stimulated Angiogenesis by Improving Endothelial Precursor Cell Function Via a NLRP3 
Inflammasome Pathway. Cellular physiology and biochemistry: international journal of experimental cellular physiology, biochemistry, 
and pharmacology 42, 2255–2266, https://doi.org/10.1159/000479999 (2017).

	35.	 Nickkho-Amiry, M., McVey, R. & Holland, C. Peroxisome proliferator-activated receptors modulate proliferation and angiogenesis 
in human endometrial carcinoma. Molecular cancer research: MCR 10, 441–453, https://doi.org/10.1158/1541-7786.MCR-11-0233 
(2012).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-42838-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejca.2012.12.027
https://doi.org/10.1097/PPO.0000000000000138
https://doi.org/10.1097/PPO.0000000000000138
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms18081786
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11523-011-0204-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anndiagpath.2010.07.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.humpath.2013.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.humpath.2013.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1177/0192623312464309
https://doi.org/10.1177/0192623312464309
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.5936
https://doi.org/10.1038/ng.2921
https://doi.org/10.1155/2014/592868
https://doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mdr138
https://doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mdr138
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12254-017-0365-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12254-017-0365-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0002-9440(10)65015-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bcp.2017.03.001
https://doi.org/10.2165/11203920-000000000-00000
https://doi.org/10.1186/1475-2840-11-125
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbalip.2013.04.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2013.01.105
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2013.01.105
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2407-14-96
https://doi.org/10.1128/MCB.00562-14
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2017.12.168
https://doi.org/10.3892/ijo.2017.3956
https://doi.org/10.2337/db11-0413
https://doi.org/10.4149/gpb_2012_033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2006.01.052
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00109-007-0257-3
https://doi.org/10.1002/pbc.24794
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0711281105
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0711281105
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M112.367367
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M112.367367
https://doi.org/10.1159/000479999
https://doi.org/10.1158/1541-7786.MCR-11-0233


13Scientific Reports |          (2019) 9:6316  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-42838-y

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

	36.	 Streel, B., Hubert, P. & Ceccato, A. Determination of fenofibric acid in human plasma using automated solid-phase extraction 
coupled to liquid chromatography. Journal of chromatography. B, Biomedical sciences and applications 742, 391–400 (2000).

	37.	 Guichard, J., Panteix, G., Dubost, J., Baltassat, P. & Roche, C. Simultaneous high-performance liquid chromatographic assay of 
droperidol and flunitrazepam in human plasma. Application to haemodilution blood samples collected during clinical anaesthesia. 
Journal of chromatography 612, 269–275 (1993).

	38.	 Han, D. et al. NF-kappaB/RelA-PKM2 mediates inhibition of glycolysis by fenofibrate in glioblastoma cells. Oncotarget 6, 
26119–26128, https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.4444 (2015).

	39.	 Tomizawa, A., Hattori, Y., Inoue, T., Hattori, S. & Kasai, K. Fenofibrate suppresses microvascular inflammation and apoptosis 
through adenosine monophosphate-activated protein kinase activation. Metabolism: clinical and experimental 60, 513–522, https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.metabol.2010.04.020 (2011).

	40.	 Villarroel, M., Garcia-Ramirez, M., Corraliza, L., Hernandez, C. & Simo, R. Fenofibric acid prevents retinal pigment epithelium 
disruption induced by interleukin-1beta by suppressing AMP-activated protein kinase (AMPK) activation. Diabetologia 54, 
1543–1553, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00125-011-2089-5 (2011).

	41.	 Kim, C. H., Ramu, R., Ahn, J. H., Bae, M. A. & Cho, Y. S. Fenofibrate but not fenofibric acid inhibits 11beta-hydroxysteroid 
dehydrogenase 1 in C2C12 myotubes. Molecular and cellular biochemistry 344, 91–98, https://doi.org/10.1007/s11010-010-0532-4 
(2010).

	42.	 Zhong, X. et al. Bezafibrate enhances proliferation and differentiation of osteoblastic MC3T3-E1 cells via AMPK and eNOS 
activation. Acta pharmacologica Sinica 32, 591–600, https://doi.org/10.1038/aps.2011.15 (2011).

	43.	 Johnson, R. F. & Perkins, N. D. Nuclear factor-kappaB, p53, and mitochondria: regulation of cellular metabolism and the Warburg 
effect. Trends in biochemical sciences 37, 317–324, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibs.2012.04.002 (2012).

	44.	 Abu Aboud, O. et al. PPARalpha inhibition modulates multiple reprogrammed metabolic pathways in kidney cancer and attenuates 
tumor growth. American journal of physiology. Cell physiology 308, C890–898, https://doi.org/10.1152/ajpcell.00322.2014 (2015).

	45.	 Liu, H. et al. Combining 2-deoxy-D-glucose with fenofibrate leads to tumor cell death mediated by simultaneous induction of 
energy and ER stress. Oncotarget 7, 36461–36473, https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.9263 (2016).

	46.	 Tsuneki, M. et al. Survivin: A novel marker and potential therapeutic target for human angiosarcoma. Cancer science 108, 
2295–2305, https://doi.org/10.1111/cas.13379 (2017).

	47.	 Italiano, A. et al. Comparison of doxorubicin and weekly paclitaxel efficacy in metastatic angiosarcomas. Cancer 118, 3330–3336, 
https://doi.org/10.1002/cncr.26599 (2012).

	48.	 Andersen, N. J. et al. Pharmacologic inhibition of MEK signaling prevents growth of canine hemangiosarcoma. Molecular cancer 
therapeutics 12, 1701–1714, https://doi.org/10.1158/1535-7163.MCT-12-0893 (2013).

	49.	 Liu, J. et al. Fenofibrate increases radiosensitivity in head and neck squamous cell carcinoma via inducing G2/M arrest and 
apoptosis. Asian Pacific journal of cancer prevention: APJCP 15, 6649–6655 (2014).

	50.	 Chen, Y. et al. miR-497-5p inhibits cell proliferation and invasion by targeting KCa3.1 in angiosarcoma. Oncotarget 7, 58148–58161, 
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.11252 (2016).

	51.	 Sarver, A. L., Phalak, R., Thayanithy, V. & Subramanian, S. S-MED: sarcoma microRNA expression database. Laboratory 
investigation; a journal of technical methods and pathology 90, 753–761, https://doi.org/10.1038/labinvest.2010.53 (2010).

	52.	 Manner, J. et al. MYC high level gene amplification is a distinctive feature of angiosarcomas after irradiation or chronic lymphedema. 
The American journal of pathology 176, 34–39, https://doi.org/10.2353/ajpath.2010.090637 (2010).

	53.	 Concepcion, C. P., Bonetti, C. & Ventura, A. The microRNA-17-92 family of microRNA clusters in development and disease. Cancer 
journal 18, 262–267, https://doi.org/10.1097/PPO.0b013e318258b60a (2012).

	54.	 Cascio, S. et al. miR-20b modulates VEGF expression by targeting HIF-1 alpha and STAT3 in MCF-7 breast cancer cells. Journal of 
cellular physiology 224, 242–249, https://doi.org/10.1002/jcp.22126 (2010).

	55.	 Wang, Y. et al. MiR-122 targets VEGFC in bladder cancer to inhibit tumor growth and angiogenesis. American journal of 
translational research 8, 3056–3066 (2016).

	56.	 Lu, Y. et al. MicroRNA-140-5p inhibits invasion and angiogenesis through targeting VEGF-A in breast cancer. Cancer gene therapy 
24, 386–392, https://doi.org/10.1038/cgt.2017.30 (2017).

	57.	 Tagscherer, K. E. et al. MicroRNA-210 induces apoptosis in colorectal cancer via induction of reactive oxygen. Cancer cell 
international 16, 42, https://doi.org/10.1186/s12935-016-0321-6 (2016).

	58.	 Eilertsen, M. et al. Positive prognostic impact of miR-210 in non-small cell lung cancer. Lung cancer 83, 272–278, https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.lungcan.2013.11.005 (2014).

	59.	 Wei, W. et al. miR-29 targets Akt3 to reduce proliferation and facilitate differentiation of myoblasts in skeletal muscle development. 
Cell death & disease 4, e668, https://doi.org/10.1038/cddis.2013.184 (2013).

	60.	 Korner, C. et al. MicroRNA-31 sensitizes human breast cells to apoptosis by direct targeting of protein kinase C epsilon 
(PKCepsilon). The Journal of biological chemistry 288, 8750–8761, https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M112.414128 (2013).

	61.	 Xu, D., Wang, Q., An, Y. & Xu, L. MiR203 regulates the proliferation, apoptosis and cell cycle progression of pancreatic cancer cells 
by targeting Survivin. Molecular medicine reports 8, 379–384, https://doi.org/10.3892/mmr.2013.1504 (2013).

	62.	 Hong, S. et al. MiR-20b Displays Tumor-Suppressor Functions in Papillary Thyroid Carcinoma by Regulating the MAPK/ERK 
Signaling Pathway. Thyroid: official journal of the American Thyroid Association 26, 1733–1743, https://doi.org/10.1089/
thy.2015.0578 (2016).

	63.	 Tome, M. et al. miR-335 orchestrates cell proliferation, migration and differentiation in human mesenchymal stem cells. Cell death 
and differentiation 18, 985–995, https://doi.org/10.1038/cdd.2010.167 (2011).

	64.	 Zhu, Y., Wu, G., Yan, W., Zhan, H. & Sun, P. miR-146b-5p regulates cell growth, invasion, and metabolism by targeting PDHB in 
colorectal cancer. American journal of cancer research 7, 1136–1150 (2017).

	65.	 Valeri, N. et al. MicroRNA-135b promotes cancer progression by acting as a downstream effector of oncogenic pathways in colon 
cancer. Cancer cell 25, 469–483, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2014.03.006 (2014).

Acknowledgements
This publication was made possible by a National Priorities Research Program (NPRP) grant (NPRP 6-428-3-
113) awarded to Dr Hong Ding by the Qatar National Research Fund (QNRF). Expert technical support provided 
by Ms. Aleksandra M Liberska (Flow Cytometry Supervisor) and the Flow Cytometry Facility at Weill Cornell 
Medicine-Qatar is also gratefully acknowledged. A Biomedical Research Program (BMRP) grant awarded by 
Qatar Foundation supports the Core facility at Weill Cornell Medicine-Qatar. The statements made herein are 
solely the responsibility of the authors.

Author Contributions
Y.M. and H.D. conceived the study and designed experiments. H.D. secured funding for the project and helped 
with manuscript preparation. Y.M. designed and performed the experiments, analyzed data and wrote the 
manuscript. R.U. performed microarray experiments and analyzed data. S.A., T.T., A.M., Y.S. and M.J. performed 
experiments and analyzed data under the supervision of Y.M. C.R.T. provided intellectual inputs and help 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-42838-y
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.4444
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.metabol.2010.04.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.metabol.2010.04.020
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00125-011-2089-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11010-010-0532-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/aps.2011.15
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibs.2012.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1152/ajpcell.00322.2014
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.9263
https://doi.org/10.1111/cas.13379
https://doi.org/10.1002/cncr.26599
https://doi.org/10.1158/1535-7163.MCT-12-0893
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.11252
https://doi.org/10.1038/labinvest.2010.53
https://doi.org/10.2353/ajpath.2010.090637
https://doi.org/10.1097/PPO.0b013e318258b60a
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcp.22126
https://doi.org/10.1038/cgt.2017.30
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12935-016-0321-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lungcan.2013.11.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lungcan.2013.11.005
https://doi.org/10.1038/cddis.2013.184
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M112.414128
https://doi.org/10.3892/mmr.2013.1504
https://doi.org/10.1089/thy.2015.0578
https://doi.org/10.1089/thy.2015.0578
https://doi.org/10.1038/cdd.2010.167
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2014.03.006


1 4Scientific Reports |          (2019) 9:6316  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-42838-y

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

with preparation of the manuscript. All authors read the manuscript, provided inputs and approved the final 
submission.

Additional Information
Supplementary information accompanies this paper at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-42838-y.
Competing Interests: The authors declare no competing interests.
Publisher’s note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not per-
mitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the 
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
 
© The Author(s) 2019

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-42838-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-42838-y
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Potent and PPARα-independent anti-proliferative action of the hypolipidemic drug fenofibrate in VEGF-dependent angiosarcoma ...
	Results

	Potent suppression of MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cell proliferation by fenofibrate. 
	Fenofibrate did not induce apoptosis, but enriched cells in the G2/M cell cycle phase and hyperpolarised mitochondria in MS ...
	PPAR alpha- and NFκB-independent action of fenofibrate in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells. 
	Fenofibrate-induced down-regulation of ‘oncoproteins’ and relevance to MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cell proliferation. 
	Expression profiling of cancer-relevant miRNAs in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells and fenofibrate-induced changes in expression ...

	Discussion

	Materials and Methods

	Cell culture. 
	Drug treatments. 
	Cell counts and viability analysis. 
	Proliferation assay. 
	Apoptosis assay. 
	Cell cycle analysis. 
	JC-1 mitochondrial membrane potential assay. 
	Western blotting. 
	Chemical inhibitor screen. 
	MicroRNA microarray. 
	Data and statistical analysis. 
	Materials. 

	Acknowledgements

	Figure 1 Fenofibrate inhibits MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cell proliferation.
	Figure 2 Fenofibrate did not induce apoptosis in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells.
	Figure 3 Fenofibrate- and paclitaxel-induced cell cycle changes in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells.
	Figure 4 Hyperpolarized mitochondria in fenofibrate-treated MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells.
	Figure 5 PPARα- and NFκB-independence of fenofibrate action in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells.
	Figure 6 Fenofibrate down-regulates ‘oncoproteins’ in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells.
	Figure 7 Chemical inhibitor screen identifies oncoproteins relevant to MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cell proliferation and survival.
	Figure 8 Fenofibrate-induced alterations in cancer-related microRNAs in MS1 VEGF angiosarcoma cells.




